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UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE
EXECUTI VE OFFI CE FOR | MM GRATI ON REVI EW
CFFI CE OF THE CH EF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NG OFFI CER

United States of Anerica, Conplainant, vs. La Fiesta., dba Las
Margaritas (Wodinville), Respondent; 8 U S.C. Section 1324A Proceedi ng;
Case No. 88100027.

United States of America, Conplainant, vs. La Fiesta, Inc., dba Las
Margaritas (Kirkland), Respondent; 8 U S.C Section 1324A Proceedi ng;
Case No. 88100028.

United States of America, Conplainant, vs. El Centenario, Inc., dba
Las Margaritas, 111, Respondent; 8 U S.C Section 1324A Proceedi ng; Case
No. 88100029.

DECI SI ON AND ORDER

On April 7, 1988, separate Conpl ai nts Regardi ng Unl awful Enpl oynent,
herein called the Conplaint, were filed in Case No. 88100027 agai nst La
Fiesta, Inc., dba Las Margaritas (Wodinville), in Case No. 88100028
against La Fiesta, Inc., dba Las Margaritas (Kirkland), and in Case No.
88100029 agai nst El Centenario, Inc., dba Las Margaritas, III,\1\ herein
collectively called the Respondents, by the United States of Anerica, by
and through the Immigration and Naturalization Service, herein called
Conpl ainant, pursuant to 8 U S.C. Section 1234a. Attached thereto and
i ncorporated therein is a Notice of Intent to Fine, herein called the
Notice, which had previously been served upon the appropriate Respondent,
by mail, on March 4, 1988. Notices of Hearing issued on April 14, 1988,
setting these cases for hearing in Seattle, Wshington, on August 8
t hrough 12, 1988. Subsequently, these cases were consolidated and the
hearing reschedul ed to Novenber 1, 1988, to continue on consecutive days
t hereafter as necessary.

The Conplaint alleges, as set forth in the Notices, the follow ng
viol ations of Section 274A(a)(1)(B) of the Inmigration and Nationality
Act, as anended by the Imm gration Reformand Control Act of 1986, herein
called the Act:

The cases were subsequently consol i dat ed
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1. In Case No. 88100027, Respondent La Fiesta, Inc., dba Las
Margaritas (Wodinville) on or after Novenber 7, 1987, failed to properly
conplete Section 2 (" Enployer Review and Verification) and/or require
the enployee to properly conplete Section 1 (° Enployee Infornation and
Verification'') on the Enploynent Eligibility Verification Form (1-9) for
15 enpl oyees.

2. In Case No. 88100028, Respondent La Fiesta, Inc., dba Las
Margaritas (Kirkland), on or after Novenber 7, 1987, failed to properly
conplete Section 2 and/or require the enployee to properly conplete
Section 1 of Form1-9 for 19 enpl oyees.

3. In Case No. 88100029, Respondent El Centenario, Inc., dba Las
Margaritas, |11, on or after Novenber 7, 1986,

(a) Failed to prepare the Enployment Eligibility Verification Fornms (1-9) for
five enpl oyees.

(b) Failed to properly conmplete Section 2 and/or require the enployee to
properly conplete Section 1 of Form1-9 for 10 enpl oyees.

Further, the Conplaint requests that an Oder issued directing
Respondents to cease and desist fromsaid violations and pay a fine for
each of the alleged violations as specified in the Notices.

On Septenber 26, 1988, Conplainant and Respondents subnitted a
Settl ement Agreenent signed by all parties. Upon a full consideration of
said Settlenent Agreenent, | find that it conplies with the requirenents
of subsection 68.10(b) of the Interim Final Rules O Practice and
Procedure? and fully disposes of the allegations of the Conplaint by
provi ding that Respondents cease and desist from any further violations
of Section 274A of the Act and pay the conpronise sum set forth therein
as full settlenment and satisfaction of any and all clains set forth in
the Conplaint. | further find it unnecessary to conduct a hearing to
determine the fairness of the agreenent.?

Accordingly, the provisions of the Settlenent Agreenent areaccepted
as the Consent Findings herein, said Agreenent is hereby approved and
i ncorporated herein, the hearing and all prehearing matters previously
schedul ed are hereby cancelled, and it is hereby ORDERED that Respondents
pay the anount stated in the Consent Findings, and all other relief
agreed to in the Consent Findings is hereby granted, provided that the
Chief Administrative Hearing O ficer does not vacate or nodify this order
pursuant to Section

252 Fed. Reg. PP. 44971, 44976, Novenber 24, 1987, pp. 44973-44985 (to be
codified at 28 CF.R Part 68).

3See, subsection 68.10(d) of the InterimFinal Rules O Practice And Procedure,
supr a.
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68.52 of the Rules. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Decision And O der
shal |l have the same force and effect as a Decision And Order issued after

a full evidentiary hearing.
Dat ed: Sept enber 29, 1988

EARLDEAN V. S. ROBBI NS
Adm ni strative Law Judge
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